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ARGUMENT (37 CF,R. § 41.37(cVlVvii» 

RKJECTION OF CLAIMS 18 48 UNDER 35 U.S>C § 102(E) AS BEING 
ANTICIPATED BY U-S, PATENT APPLICATION PUBLICATION NO. 
US2002/0133598 BY STRAHM IS IMPROPER* 

GROUP I: CLAIMS 18, 19, 22-26, 29, 31, 32, 35, 36, 39, 40, 42 

The Examiner has rejected claims 18-48 under 35 U.S.C §102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US2002/0133598 by Strahm 
(hereinafter referred to as " Sirahm "). Appellants respectfully submit that the present 
claims are not anticipated by Strahm . 

Claim 18 recites a system comprising: 

"a network interface couplable with a public network to receive a first client 
message and first data that is encrypted according to a wireless security format 
and to receive a second client message and second data that is encrypted 
according to a wired security format; 

a selection system coupled with the network interface to select a first security 
format conversion for the first data and to select a second security format conversion for 
the second data; and 

a conversion system coupled with the selection system to perform the first 
security format conversion on the first wireless security format encrypted data and to 
perform the second security format conversion on the second zoired security format 
encrypted data" . 

Strahm docs not disclose these limitations. In particular, Strahm does not 
disclose a system including a network interface couplable with a public network 
to receive a first client message and first data that is encrypted according to a 
wireless security format and a second client message and second data that is 
encrypted according to a wired security format. Notice that this system is to 
receive client message?. Nor does Strahm disclose the claimed selection system, 

Application No. 10/000,154 2 
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or the claimed conversion system to perform the first selected security format 
conversion on the first wireless security format encrypted data and to perform 
the second selected security format conversion on the second wired security 
format encrypted data. 

Strahm pertains to network communication. See e.g., the Title. StrahrQ 
discusses that the mobile device 110 of FIG. 1 may communicate with a home 
ogent 160 of Figure 1. The mobile device 110 may establish four exemplary 
connections or tunnels with the home agent 160. See e.g., paragraph [0011]. 
Connection 114 is a wireless phone Jink, connection 116 is a wireless connection, 
connection 118 is a wired network connection, and connection 120 is a direct 
connection to the Internet 140. See e.g v paragraphs [0013] through [0016], Mo T e 
than one connection may be active at a given time. See e.g., paragraph [0022]. 
Either the same or different security protocols may be used for the different 
connections. See e.g., paragraphs [0025] and [0026]. 

As explained in paragraph [0024], security protocols are established and 
authenticated. Paragraph [0024] mentions that examples of security protocols 
include transport layer security (TLS), secure sockets layers (SSL), and wireless 
TLS (WTLS)* As understood by Appellants, this is the only mention of WTLS 
in the entire application. 

However, Applicants respectfully submit that paragraph [0024] discloses 
that WTLS is an example of a security protocol for the mobile client 110 
(emphasis added). For example, paragraph [005] makes it clear that FIG. 3 is a 
process for connecting a mobile client and paragraph [0024] discussed in 
conjunction with FIG. 3 discusses actions taken by the mobile client. There is no 
disclosure that the home agent 160 use WTLS, or any other wireless security 

Application No. 10/000,154 3 
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format. There is absolutely no disclosure that the home agent 160 receives first 
data that is encrypted according to WTLS and a second data that is encrypted 
according to SSL. In fact, 766/776 in FIG, 7, which shows information 
processing units implemented by a server, seem to suggest that only TLS/SSL is 
used by the server. 

With reference to FIG. 1 of Strahm, notice that the wireless phone link 
connection 114 and the wireless connection 116 each go through one or more 
components (e.g., a tower and the Internet, etc.)- At some point these 
connections become wired instead of wireless, Strahm is silent on the security 
processing that may occur, since presumably it docs not pertain to the invention. 

However, as understood by Appellants, WTLS encrypted data would 
typically be converted to another format, such as SSL, within a WAP gateway 
(see e.g., Figures 1-2 of the present patent application), or within a trusted 
WTLS/SSL conversion system (see e.g., Figure 3 of the present patent 
application), or otherwise, prior to reaching the home agent 160. Such format 
conversion would result in the home agent receiving SSL or other wired 
encrypted data, but not WTLS encrypted data, or any other type of wirelessly 
encrypted data. This seems consistent with the TLS/SSL indicated at 766/776 in 
FIG. 7 of Strahm . 

In any event, Strahm does not specifically disclose that the home agent 160 
receives WTLS data, or any other data encrypted according to a wirelessly 
security format. Furthermore, the Examiner has not provided sufficient 
reasoning as to how WTLS data may remain encrypted throughout its traversal 
from the mobile device 110 through the Internet to the home agent 160. 
Furthermore, the anticipation standard requires that every element be identically 
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shown. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that the home agent 160 
does not receive a message and data that is encrypted according to a wireless 
security format. 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group 1, the Examiner has asserted " Strahm leaches a client 110 that may make a 
first and second connection, and encrypt according to a wireless security format (WTLS) 
or a wired security format (SSL, TL5)" (see e.g., page 5, lines 11-12). Accordingly, 
the Examiner appears to be using the client 110 shown in FIG. 1 of Strahm to 
reject claim 18. 

Appellants have previously argued that the mobile client 110 of Strahm is 
a client Appellants have previously argued that the mobile client 110 does not 
receive the claimed client messages . 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group I, the Examiner has asserted "Appellant argues that mobile client 110 does not 
receive the client messages. Examiner admits that the client sends messages to 
home agent 160, and does not receive its own messages" (emphasis added; see 
e.g., page 6, lines 1-2). 

Appellants respectfully submit that this in and of itself seems to be an 
admission that Strahm does not anticipate claim 18. Claim 18 specifically recites 
"a network interface couptable with a public network to receive a first client message 
and first data that is encrypted according to a wireless security format and to receive a 
second client message and second data that is encrypted according to a wired security 
format". Accordingly, claim 18 clearly recites that the network interface receives 
"client" messages. However, Appellants have argued, and now the Examiner 

Application No, 10/000,154 5 
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has admitted, that the client 110 does not receive client messages. Accordingly, 
Appellant*, respectfully submit that Sfrahm does not anticipate claim 18. 

Appellants also point out that anticipation under 35 U-S.C Section 102 requires 
every clement of the claimed invention be identically shown in a single prior art 
reference. The Federal Circuit has indicated That the standard for measuring lack of 
novelty by anticipation is strict identity. "For a prior art reference to anticipate in terms 
of 35 U.S.C. Section 102, every element of the claimed invention must be identically 
shown in a single reference." In Re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 USPQ,2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 
1990). 

Accordingly, Appellants respectfully submit that cJaim 18 is not 
anticipated by Strahm . The dependent claims of claim J 8 are believed to be allowable 
therefor, as well as for the recitations set forth in each of these dependent claims. 
Independent claims 29 7 36, and 40, and their respective dependent claims, are believed to 
be allowable for similar reasons. 

For at least one or more of these reasons, the claims of Group I are believed to be 
allowable over Strahm , 

GKOUP II: CLAIMS 47-48 

Claim 47 recites a system comprising: 

"a first network interface within a data center and couplable with a -public 
network to receive a first Wireless Transport Layer Security encrypted data from a 
cell phone client and to receive a second Secure Sockets Layer encrypted data from a 
personal computer client: 

a conversion system within the data center to convert the first Wireless 
Transport Layer Security encrypted data received from the cell phone client to plain 
data and to convert the second Secure Sockets Layer encrypted data received from the 
personal computer client to plain data; 
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a second network interface within the data center and couplahle with a 
private network to provide the plain data to the private network'*, 

Strahrn does not disclose these limitations. 

Firstly, Sirahm does not disclose the claimed first interface that is within a 
data center and that receives the first Wireless Transport Layer Security 
encrypted data from a cell phone client and that receives the second Secure 
Sockets Layer encrypted data from a personal computer client . 

As discussed above, there is no disclosure that the home agent 160 receive 
"Wireless Transport Layer Security" encrypted data. So the home agent cannot 
possibly anticipate claim 47. Also, as discussed above, the client 110 of Strahrn 
docs not receive client messages. Nor does the client 110 receive data from a cell 
phone client and data from a personal computer client. Claim 47 also recites 
that the first network interface is within a data center However, Strahrn does 
not disclose that the client 110 is within a data center. 

Moreover, Strahrn does not disclose that the client 110 has "a second 
network interface within the data center and couplahle with a private network to 
provide the plain data to the private network!'. 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group II, the Examiner has asserted "Examiner uses the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of "data center" and includes Figure 1 destination network including 
Tirewall 752, Home agent 160, Intranet 750, and Destination Server 170 as said data 
center" (see e.g., page 6, lines 7-9). 

Recall that the Examiner has used the client 110 to reject the "Wireless 
Transport layer Security encrypted data" and the "Secure Sockets Layer encrypted 
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data". Now, the Examiner attempts to use the firewall 152, the home agent 160, 
the Intranet 150, and the destination server 170 to reject the data center 
limitation. As shown in FIG. 1 of Strahm , the firewall 152, the home agent 160, 
the Intranet 150, and the destination server 170 are separated from the client 110 
by the Intranet 140. Appellants respectfully submit that it is simply 
inappropriate for the Examiner to use both features of the client 110 and the 
server side firewall 152, home agent 160, Intranet 150, and destination server 170 
in order to reject claim 47. Claim 47 clearly recites that the first network interface 
to receive the Wireless Transport Layer Security encrypted data and the Secure 
Sockets Layer encrypted data is within the data center. In contrast, the client 110 
of Strahm is not within a data center. It is inappropriate, and not the standard of 
anticipation, for the Examiner to modify the client 110 based on the server side 
firewall 152, home agent 1 60, etc. 

Accordingly, Appellants respectfully submit that claim 47 is not 
anticipated by Strahm . Claim 48 depends on claim 47 and is believed to be allowable 
therefor, as well as for the recitations set forth therein. 

For at least these reasons, the claims of Group II (claims 47-48) are believed to be 
allowable over Strahm . 

GROUP III: CLAIMS 43 46 

Claim 43 is a dependent claim from claim 18 that recites "further comprising a 
second network interface to provide the plain data". Appellants have previously argued 
that there is no disclosure in Strahm that the mobile device 110 has this claimed second 
network interface to provide the plain data. 
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In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group 111, the Examiner has apparently relied upon firewall 152 shown in FIG. 1 
of Strahm (see e.g., page 6, lines 13-15). 

However, as discussed above for Group II, the Examiner has used the 
client 110 of Strahm to reject the wireless security format of claim 18. Now, the 
Examiner attempts to use the firewall 152 to reject claim 43. As shown in FIG. 1 
of Strahm, the firewall 152 is separated from the client 110 by the Intranet 140. 
Appellants respectfully submit that it is simply inappropriate for the Examiner to 
use both features of the client 110 and the firewall 152 in order to reject claim 43. 
The second network interface of claim 43 is linked to the other components of 
claim IS through the plain data. It is inappropriate, and not the $tandard of 
anticipation, for the Examiner to modify the client 110 based on features from the 
server side firewall 152. 

Accordingly, claim 43 is believed to be further allowable over Strahm , 
Dependent claims 44^46 ore believed to be further allowable over Strahm for one or more 
similar reasons. 

For at least these reasons, the claims of Group III (claims 43-46) are believed to 
be further allowable over Strahm . 

GROUP IV: CLAIMS 28, 34, and 3S 

Claim 28 is a dependent claim from claim 18 that recites "residing in a data 
center between a first switch within the data center and a second switch within the data 
center 17 . Appellants previously argued that there is no disclosure in Strahm that the home 
agent 160 or the mobile device 110 of Strahm meets these limitations of "residing in a 
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data center between a first switch within The data center and a second switch within the 
data center. 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group IV, the Examiner has apparently relied upon firewall 152, intranet 150, 
and like .server side components shown in FIG. 1 of Strahm (see c.g v page 6, lines 
19-21). 

However, as discussed above for Group II and III, the Examiner has used 
the client 110 of Strahm to reject the wireless security format of claim 18. Now, 
the Examiner attempts to use the firewall 152 and the intranet 150 to reject claim 
28. As shown in FIG. 1 of Strahm, the firewall 152 and the intranet 150 are 
separated from the client 110 by the Tntranet 140, Appellants respectfully submit 
that it is simply inappropriate for the Examiner to use both features of the client 
110 and the firewall 152 and intranet 150 in order to reject claim 28. Claim 28 
specifically recites that the system is "residing in a data center between a first 
switch xoithin the data center and a second switch within the data center". There is 
no disclosure that the client 110 is residing in a data center or between a first 
switch within the data center and a second switch within the data center. It is 
inappropriate, and not the standard of anticipation, for the Examiner to modify 
the client 110 based on features from the server side firewall 152 and intranet 150. 

Accordingly, claim 28 is believed to be further allowable over Strahm . 
Dependent claims 34 and 48 are believed to be further allowable over Strahm for one or 
more similar reasons. 

For at least these reasons, the claims of Group IV (claims 28, 34, and 38) are 
believed lo be further allowable over Strahm . 
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GKOUP V: CLAIMS 27 and 33 

Claim 27 is a dependent claim from claim 18 that recites "residing in a data 
center between the Internet and a data center server". Appellants previously argued that 
there is no disclosure in Strahm that the mobile device 110 of Strahm resides in a data 
center between the Internet and a data center server. 

In the Response to Arguments section of the Examiner's Answer for 
Group V, the Examiner has apparently relied upon firewall 152 shown in FIG. 1 
of Strahm (see e.g>, page 7, lines 4-5). 

However, as discussed above for Group 11, III, and IV, the Examiner has 
used the client 110 of Strahm to reject the wireless security format of claim 18. 
Now, the Examiner attempt? to use the firewall 152 to reject claim 27. As shown 
in FIG. 1 of Strahm, the firewall 152 is separated from the client 110 by the 
Intranet 140. Appellants respectfully submit that it is simply inappropriate for 
the Examiner to use both features of the client 110 and the firewall 152 in order 
to reject claim 27. Claim 27 specifically recites that the system is "residing in a 
data center between the Internet and a data center server". There is no disclosure 
that the client 110 is residing in a data center or between the Internet and a data 
center server. It is inappropriate, and not the standard of anticipation, for the 
Examiner to modify the client 110 based on features from the server side firewall 
152. 

Accordingly, claim 27 is believed to be further allowable over Strahm . 
Dependent claim 33 is believed to be further allowable over Strahrn for one or more 
similar reasons. For at least ihese reasons, the claims of Group V (claims 27 and 33) are 
believed to be further allowable over Strahm . 
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GROUP VI: CLAIMS 20, 21, 30, 37, 41 

Claim 20 is a dependent cloim from claim )8 tliat recites "wherein the first port 
has a number selected from (he group consisting of the numbers 9208 through 9282. and 
wherein the second port has number 443". Strahm doe* not disclose this limitation and 
the Examiner has not provided sufficient reason why it would be inherent. Furthermore, 
this limitation further distinguishes over the Mobile device 110, Accordingly, claim 20 is 
believed to be further allowable over Strahm . Dependent claims 2l 7 30, 37, 41 are 
believed to be further allowable over Strahm for one or more similar reasons. For at least 
these reasons, the claims of Group VI (claims 20 ? 21, 30, 37, 41) are believed to be 
further allowable over Strahm . 



Application No, 10/000,154 
Docket No. 42P12318 



12 



PAGE 16/17 * RCVD AT 8/22/2008 4:26:50 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-5/7 1 DNIS:2738300 * CS1D:3037406962 * DURATION (mm-ss):05-16 



fiUG-22-2008 14:29 From: BSTZ 



3037406962 



To:USPTO 



P. 17/17 



RECEIVED 

CENTRAL FAX CENTER 



AUG 2 2 2008 



CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing. Appellants request that the Board overturn the rejection 
of al) pending claims and hold that all of the claims of the present application are 



Appellants respectfully petition for an extension of time to respond to the 
outstanding Office Action pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a) should one be necessary. 
Please charge our Deposit Account No, 02-2666 to cover the necessary fee under 37 
C.F.R. § 1 .17 for such an extension. 

The Director is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required, or 
credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account No. 02-2666. 



allowable. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR & ZAFMAN 





Brent E. Vecchia 
Agent for Appellants 
Registration Number: 48,011 



1279 Oakmcad Parkway 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
(303)-740-1980 
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